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A

ius. and Soviét™ offtefals meetln°£1n

Geneva ~yesterday swapped informa- - :- muustration apparently does not -con-

txon\about"each ‘side’s s* missile: forcesv ~sider’various. press and ‘congressional
Teports of violations to have been, m._.:

‘.an exchange that US.-offxclals beheve; .
indlcates \Ioscow “fneans to continue

. respecting at least ‘the “initial - “arms;,
: h,mitatron pact’ siﬁned ‘by? the tweo" su-
perpowers"" AW RS 12,
) Source«wsgid.xthe ovnets-px:ovlded
13 h)forrnahon about ‘the 'dismantling of-

mrReale LY

tneir fleet.
. THe? ILmted State; -r-'porfed- on--
ifieaL s soma™

Trvidént sub-’
a: _txjia!s next -

A',
I

‘The fn st Strategxc Arms lerntatlon
fT"eaty (SALT) was signed by the su.
.perpowers in 1972 and~was the first
step toward applyin.. ceilings on the
abom.c arsenals of both countries.. .
Under terms of. . tna; agreement
'each side is required: to: account- for
older ‘missiles 1eplaced~ wnth -mone.
modem ones. BN
- The SALT I pact, however, explred

"in%1977. And, while- President Carter States _apparently did_detect signs.
and Soviet chief Leonid " Brezhnev.f that the: Sovletswere sxmulatinv such |

signed a SALT II pact in June- 1979, it
‘has not been ratifted - by Congress.
. The question.of 'E}yhether the Soviets
rweuld continue,-to'abide by the’re-
“straints’ of these.treaties has: become

‘amy important*‘ne.in arms_control cir-

\change of data yesterday is no guaran-
stég of. future. Soviet< ‘compliance,’ it -
.could be seen’as. at least”a reassuring
sngn that thé Kremlin: has‘not gwen
- upion the SALT,pmcessd GRS R
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xcussmn of alleged Sovnet violations. of

som.e older Yankee-class, mlssslle-fir- .
{ ing:submarines as newer vesseld & enter ”‘]’tm"‘ by \Rep. Robin . Beard: Jr. - (R-:

‘fenn.). however, have caused_the ad-:
;n!mstratwn. consxderable concern and
“en, i etivini. ;aver,touched Oft an:investigation oi-
3 ”%Q‘::;i sfb‘sm;o make*s t~Beerd by the House Armed Servlces

~U.S. offictals said tt;at whueth ex
' neVa involve. the . Standing Consulta-

BECAL

Informants said there was no dis-

“The SALT agreement because the. ad-"]

fact,. violations. - *-~-=. 3 e

Officials said ‘that> ‘many ot'these';

published reports exthe.r were-m: er]
¥, Tor: were'old¢ charges‘that Had;: revx-:{
§

ously._been '«looked'»m
““dctifa¥F violations, .’

“Conimittee™

Beard charged that t‘le Sovxets, in.

Julv.. z:cmriu.c‘ed an evercice gver a
five-day. period in whnch they. simu.
lated the eioading o_ 2w -&0 SSu
m:sszle silos.”: : +

The ‘SSi3- 's Moscow’s b!gge=t mk-
sile and a rapnd reload on miSSile sxlos
m.pmhtb ‘téd under SALT L. L8

:- Administration  officials" contend

that Beard's charges are inaccurare,
. [Frivately, however, the real fuss is

over 3 _possible compromise of ntelli-
ence .sources because the Uni

) _activity N
i-Some. otticxals argue that it is no vi-:

" olationr becausrit was truly a simula-|

tion: in that no missiles were moved
-"and it'was not rapid, in the sense that

'~1t apparentLv took more than fxve.

%d"‘” S
The. US-Soviet discussions in Ge-

tive Committee, which-was set up un-

- meets perlodxcally to dlscuss SALT is-
sues.s: i :

.

:Recent char"es of.. Sov‘et S-\LT Vio«‘f

.

"der_the -inital “agreement and which Y




